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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/759,240 


Applicant(s) 

LAUBENDER ET AL 


Examiner 

Dr. Kelechi C. Egwim 


Art Unit 

1713 





Ail participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Kelechi C. Eowim . ^ 

(2) Stephan Koschmieder — ( 4 ) 

Date of Interview: 13 April 2005 . 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

cM Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)|3 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)Q No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: Aj[. 

Identification of prior art discussed: N/A . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)[x] N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Applicant's representative suggested proper process claims to the inv entive method 
for producing abrasive materials " 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a owab e, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

I™° RMAL WR,TTEN REPLY T0 THE ^ST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 

rSnK^ 713 ' 04) - ,f 3 reply t0 the ,ast 0ffice action has alread V been filed, APPLICANT IS 

?™ ^ NE M0NTH FR0M THIS '^TERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



KELECHI C. EGWIM PH.D. 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Examiner's signature, if required 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

A Z 8 r!il P ^H nt a , mlnln . 9 l MPEP)l 8eetl0n 713 04 ' Substanee * lnte ""«" W«« be Made of Record 

aStSe^ 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

any aHeaedora, promise. 8 ^^^ 

EES ^ exclU8,vely on 4,16 wmen record ln 11,6 0fflce " ,hat record is teelf 

the BrnnS^^XX^^l 0 !^ T" 5 ! ° r a9ent ,0 make the substance of an inte(vtew ° f rec °* «•» application file, unless 

interview b^^^^^X^mZXT^ "T^ held where a matter of subs,anee has bee " during the 

requ^elnteTwWch IntS Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 

The Form provides for recordation of the following Information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of Interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

" ^ af ^t. ° f P artlc| P ant ( s > (applicant, attorney or ag'ent t examiner, other PTO personnel etc) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" iZSl^J^ZtT^l W8S : e8Ched and " so ' a descr,ptlon of the 9 Bnwal " atur « °f 'he agreement (may be by 

M^?tt , Sar hl,, * l,,< * Note:Agraementastoa,,lab..» y . S U y a!:e b a y nddoe S 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form Is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

should beid^ 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) an Identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed unless these are already nWrih*H on ^ 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner se are a,readv described on the 

5) a bri eJidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

examiner can be understood in the cLext of m^ 

describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive t , the examined em P has i« wd fully 

6) a general Indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and examiner.) 

^heeS" 6 ^ 
accurate, Sm^^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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